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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . In response to Applicant's Arguments/Remarks (dated 6/1 3/2008) with respect to 
claims 1-9, 11-13, 35-39 and 41 - regarding the recitation "receiving a future interest in 
a vehicle by a vehicle financing company," Examiner has considered Applicant's 
arguments and finds them to be persuasive. Accordingly, the finality of the rejection of 
the last Office action (dated4/1 5/2008) is withdrawn. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's Arguments/Remarks (dated 6/1 3/2008) and amendments have 
overcome the following rejection(s) under 35 USC 112: 

(1 ) Rejection of claims 1 , 3, 1 0, 1 1 , 35, 39 and 41 - the use of "legal title term" 
renders the claim indefinite. Applicant's arguments have been considered and are 
persuasive; accordingly, this rejection is withdrawn. 

(2) With respect to rejection of claim 8, Applicant's amendment (deletion of 
"about") renders that rejection moot; accordingly, the rejection is withdrawn. 

(3) Applicant has cancelled claim 10, rendering that rejection moot; accordingly, 
the rejection is withdrawn. 

(4) With respect to claims 2, 8 and 9, Applicant's amendment (deleting "value" 
and adding "ratio") overcomes the rejection; accordingly, the rejection is withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 11-13 and 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gill et al. (U.S. 4,736,294) (hereinafter Gill) in view of LaCombe, Jr. 
et al. (U.S. 2005/0289036)(hereinafter LaCombe) and further in view of Eckhouse 
(Lease is More, VARbusiness, 1991 ). Upon review, examiner has determined that the 
invention disclosed in LaCombe is supported by the nonprovisional application 
(Application No. 09/718,749 filed on November 22, 2000) to which LaCombe claims 
priority. Accordingly, the disclosure of LaCombe antedates applicant's claimed 
invention. 

As to claim 1 , Gill shows a method for providing financing by a vehicle financing 
company for acquisition of a vehicle by a vehicle consumer, the method comprising: 

and the vehicle financing company providing financing to the vehicle consumer 
for the legal title price of the vehicle (col. 1 , line 25 through col. 2, line 51 , showing 
vehicle financing, payment of a price for a term to possess the vehicle, and financing 
entity retaining interest because vehicle may be returned at term end). 

Gill does not specifically show receiving a future interest in a vehicle by a vehicle 
financing company in consideration for a future interest price upon transfer of a legal 
title in the vehicle to a vehicle consumer in consideration for a legal title price for a legal 
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title term, the legal title price being an amount of money paid for a present possessory 
interest in the vehicle. 

Lacombe teaches a vehicle financing company receiving a future interest in a 
vehicle for a future interest price 010007) upon a lease transaction. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
vehicle financing method of Gill the further financing system as taught by LaCombe 
since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

Gill in view of LaCombe does not specifically show title passing with initial 
transaction. 

Eckhouse teaches transfer of title upon lease inception (pg. 4). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
vehicle financing method of Gill in view LaCombe the title passing as taught by 
Eckhouse since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in 
the combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

As to claim 2, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows all 
elements of claim 1 . Gill further shows identification and arithmetic manipulation of 
variables associated with vehicle financing (Figs. 4, 5). 
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Although Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse does not 
specifically show manipulating the terms (legal title price and future interest price) as 
presented above, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified the invention, as a matter of design choice, to determine which variables to 
further manipulate depending on the information desired. 

As to claim 4, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 1 . Gill further shows future interest is a reversionary interest or a 
remainder (col. 4, lines 3-5, showing alternative of return of vehicle to financing entity - 
i.e., a reversionary interest). 

As to claim 5, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 1 . Gill further shows a receiving step accomplished at least partially by 
utilizing an at least one computer and an at least one computer network (col. 2, lines 8- 
26, showing administration of an entire financial transaction on computer). 

As to claim 8, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows all 
elements of claim 2. 

The recitation "wherein the present future interest ratio is in a range of 3:1 to 2:3" 
is not afforded patentable weight because the clause merely sets forth an expected or 
desired result of the method step. Further, applicant has not set forth in the 
specification the criticality of this particular range. 

As to claim 9, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows all 
elements of claim 2. LaCombe further shows wherein the present/future interest ratio is 
based on one or more of the following factors: a consumer trade-in of an existing 
vehicle, a residual value of the vehicle, or dealer promotions 010037, showing residual 
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value as part of insurance to be paid for which contributes to vehicle pricing). 

As to claim 1 1 , Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows 
the method of claim 1 . Gill further shows wherein the legal title term is in the range of 
one year to six years (col. 2, lines 46-50 and col. 3, lines 34-41). 

As to claim 12, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows 
the method of claim 1 . Gill further shows a future interest vesting upon expiration of a 
vesting period (col. 5, lines 32 - 36, showing arrival of date where vehicle may be 
returned to financing entity). 

As to claim 13, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 1 . Gill further shows receiving a financed legal title price through a 
number of periodic payments (col. 4, lines 10-24). 

The limitations of claim 35 parallel the limitations of claim 1 as set forth above and 
are rejected under the same rationale. 

As to claim 36, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 35. Gill further shows personal property selected from the group 
consisting of: a tangible personal property and an intangible personal property (col. 3, 
lines 25-33, showing tangible property). 

As to claims 37 and 38, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse 
shows the method of claim 35. Gill further shows wherein the personal property is a 
good and a vehicle (col. 3, lines 27). 

Although the cited reference addresses the claim language, Examiner notes that the 
recitations of personal property as a "good" and as a "vehicle" constitute nonfunctional 
descriptive material that does not further limit the claimed invention. Accordingly, this 
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recitation is afforded little patentable weight. See In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 
217 USPQ 401, 403-04 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 

5. Claims 3, 6, 7 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gill and LaCombe in view Eckhouse and further in view of Reynolds et al. (U.S. 
7,024,373). 

As to claim 3, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 1 . Gill further shows transferring the future interest to the vehicle 
consumer so that the vehicle consumer receives the future interest and unrestricted 
legal title in the vehicle ((col. 5, lines 40-45, showing closing out loan because 
purchaser is keeping the vehicle). 

Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse does not specifically 
show receiving at or near the end of the legal title term an unrestricted legal title. 

Reynolds teaches receiving unrestricted legal title in the vehicle (col. 10, lines 40- 

45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
invention of Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse with the teaching 
of Reynolds in order to provide a tangible representation of ownership. 

As to claim 6, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows the 
method of claim 1 . 

Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse does not specifically 
show a vehicle dealer transferring the vehicle to the vehicle consumer. 

Reynolds teaches a vehicle dealer transferring a vehicle (col. 3, lines 16-21 and 
col. 9, lines 6-16). 



Application/Control Number: 10/604,536 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3696 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
invention of Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse with the teaching 
of Reynolds in order to provide the vehicle to the consumer. 

As to claim 7, Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse shows all 
elements of claim 1 . Gill further shows closing out a loan because purchaser is keeping 
a vehicle and paying for it (col. 5, lines 40-45). 

Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse does not specifically 
show the vehicle consumer receiving the legal title in the vehicle. 

Reynolds teaches the vehicle consumer receiving the legal title in the vehicle (col. 
10, lines 23-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
invention of Gill in view of LaCombe and further in view of Eckhouse with the teaching 
of Reynolds in order to provide a tangible representation of ownership. 

The limitations of claim 39 parallel the limitations of claim 3 as set forth above and 
are therefore rejected under the same rationale. 

6. Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gill in 
view of LaCombe. 

As to claim 41 , Gill shows a method for providing financing by a vehicle financing 
company for acquisition of a vehicle by a vehicle consumer, the method comprising: 

the future interest being a reversionary interest or a remainder (col. 4, lines 3-5, 
showing alternative of return of vehicle to financing entity - i.e., a reversionary interest); 

determining a present/future interest ratio representing the value of the legal title 
price to the future interest price (col. 2, lines 7-26 and col. 3, lines 31-45, showing 
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determining loan payment amount for a term and amount to be paid if purchaser retains 
the vehicle at the end of term. Gill further shows identification and arithmetic 
manipulation of variables associated with vehicle financing); and 

receiving the financed legal title price through a number of periodic payments 
(col. 4, lines 10-24). 

Gill does not specifically show manipulating the terms as presented above with 
respect to present/future ratio. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to have modified the invention of Gill, as a matter of design choice, to determine 
which variables to further manipulate depending on the information desired. 

Further, Gill does not specifically show receiving a future interest in a vehicle by a 
vehicle financing company in consideration for a future interest price upon transfer of a 
legal title in the vehicle to a vehicle consumer in consideration for a legal title price for a 
legal title term, the legal title price being an amount of money paid for a present 
possessory interest in the vehicle. 

Lacombe teaches a vehicle financing company receiving a future interest in a 
vehicle for a future interest price (U0007) upon a lease transaction. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
vehicle financing method of Gill the further financing system as taught by LaCombe 
since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carol See whose telephone number is (571)272-9742. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:45 am - 5:15 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Dixon, can be reached on (571) 272-6803. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ella Colbert/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3696 

Carol See 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3696 



